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1
CONTROLLING A MOTOR WITH TWO OR
MORE HALL SENSORS

BACKGROUND

This specification relates to controlling a motor with two or
more Hall sensors.

Hall-effect digital output sensors can be used to detect
discrete rotational position of a motor, such as a brushless DC
(BLDC) motor. A BLDC motor typically requires at least
three Hall sensors (also known as Hall-effect sensors) to
effectively commutate the motor and provide motor position
feedback. The Hall sensors can be used to control electronic
switching or “commutation” of drive current among a plural-
ity of motor windings. The commutation induces a rotating
component to an overall magnetic field associated with the
windings. The interaction of the rotating magnetic field com-
ponent with the motor’s permanent magnets can cause rota-
tion of the motor. In one example, a BLDC configuration
employs three windings offset from each other by 120
degrees of electrical phase.

SUMMARY

Insome aspects, amotor system includes a motor including
two Hall sensors configured to output binary values, and a
controller configured to control the motor. The two Hall sen-
sors are placed 120 electrical degrees apart. The controller is
operable to monitor output signals of the two Hall sensors.
When the output signals of the two Hall sensors are different
binary values, the controller is operable to determine a third
signal to be alternating between the binary values at a fre-
quency no less than a maximum state transition frequency of
the motor. The controller is operable to control commutation
of'a drive current into the motor based on the third signal and
the outputs of the two Hall sensors.

Insome aspects, amotor system includes a motor including
two Hall sensors configured to output binary values, and a
controller configured to control the motor. The two Hall sen-
sors are placed 60 electrical degrees apart. The controller is
operable to monitor output signals of the two Hall sensors.
When the output signals of the two Hall sensors are different
binary values, the controller is operable to determine a third
signal to be a same binary value as an output signal of a pivot
Hall sensor. The pivot Hall sensor is one of the two Hall
sensors. The controller is operable to control commutation of
adrive current into the motor based on the third signal and the
output signals of the two Hall sensors.

In some aspects, a motor with a failed Hall Effect sensor
can be compensated. The motor includes three Hall sensors
configured to output binary values. The three Hall sensors are
separated by 120 or 60 electrical degrees. In some implemen-
tations, the failed Hall sensor is identified. If the three Hall
sensors are separated by 120 electrical degrees, when output
signals of two Hall sensors other than the failed Hall sensor
have a same binary value, a compensated output signal of the
failed Hall sensor is determined to be a binary value other than
the same binary value. If the three Hall sensors are separated
by 60 electrical degrees, the compensated output signal of the
failed sensor can be determined based on a position of the
failed Hall sensor relative to the two Hall sensors other than
the failed Hall sensor, and the output signals of the two Hall
sensors other than the failed Hall sensor. Commutation of a
drive current of the motor is controlled based on the compen-
sated output signal of the failed Hall sensor and the output
signals of the two Hall sensors other than the failed Hall
sensor.
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The controller is operable to fulfill the commanded
requirements to operate in a servo system, by controlling
commutation of a drive current into the motor, and by keeping
track of the motor rotor position based on the third generated
signal and the outputs of the two Hall sensors. Details of one
or more implementations are set forth in the accompanying
drawings and the description below. Other features, objects,
and advantages will be apparent from the description and
drawings, and from the claims.

DESCRIPTION OF DRAWINGS

FIG. 1A is a schematic diagram of an example motor
system; FIGS. 1B and 1C are diagrams showing example
configurations of the sensor assembly 18 in FIG. 1A and
example Hall sensor outputs.

FIG. 2 is a plot showing an example operation of a motor
system under normal operating conditions.

FIG. 3 is a plot showing another example operation of a
motor system under normal operating conditions.

FIG. 4 is a plot showing an example operation of the motor
system of FIG. 3 when the Hall sensor C has failed.

FIG. 5 is plot showing an example operation of the motor
system of FIG. 3 with example compensation applied with
respect to the failed Hall sensor C.

FIG. 6A is a flow chart showing an example process for
compensating commutation and FIG. 6B is a flow chart show-
ing an example process for compensating a position counter
for a motor that includes three Hall sensors separated by 120
electrical degrees.

FIG. 7 is a flow chart showing an example process for
compensating commutation and a position counter for a
motor that includes three Hall sensors separated by 60 elec-
trical degrees.

FIG. 8 is a flow chart showing an example process for
controlling a motor that includes two or more Hall sensors
separated by 120 electrical degrees.

FIG. 9 is a flow chart showing an example process for
controlling a motor that includes two or more Hall sensors
separated by 60 electrical degrees.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

Brushless DC motors (BLDC motors) have been used in a
variety of applications including, for example, vehicles,
motion control systems, positioning or actuation systems, or
other application systems. A BLDC motor typically requires
three or more Hall Effect sensors for effective motor commu-
tation and motor position counting to provide position feed-
back. If one of the Hall sensors is damaged or has otherwise
failed, the commutation of the motor can be disrupted and the
position information becomes inaccurate and may even be
lost, which can lead to loss of operation.

The example techniques described herein enable a BLDC
motor to operate using as few as two Hall sensors. The two
Hall sensors can be the only Hall sensors equipped with the
motor, or the two Hall sensors can be selected or otherwise
identified among three or more Hall sensors associated with
the motor. For example, the motor may be a common BLDC
motor equipped with three or more Hall sensors, and the two
Hall sensors may be the remaining two “good” Hall sensors
when one of the three Hall sensors have failed. In some
instances, some aspects of the example techniques described
herein can be implemented as a fault tolerant algorithm for a
controller of the motor to recover from a failed motor Hall
sensor. For instance, by simulating or otherwise compensat-
ing for proper operations of the failed Hall sensor, the con-
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troller would be able to continue to commutate the motor and
keep track of motor position using the remaining two good
Hall sensors. The vehicles, actuation systems, or other critical
application systems that employ the example techniques
described herein can continue to operate in a mode with
compromised performance.

Advantages of the example techniques and motor systems
described herein may include, for example, cost reduction of
a BLDC motor by requiring fewer Hall sensors, easy imple-
mentation and maintenance without adding additional hard-
ware or otherwise modifying existing hardware, and reliabil-
ity and survivability improvements especially for high
reliability requirement systems for critical applications, such
as vehicle or weapon applications (e.g., an unmanned air
vehicle). In some instances, the example detection techniques
for identitying a failed Hall sensor and example motor com-
mutation and position counter compensation techniques can
be reliable for a motor with an arbitrary state, a varying
rotation direction or rotation speed. Example techniques for
inducing the movement of the motor are also provided to
ensure that the failed Hall sensor can be identified even if the
motor stops moving due to a failed Hall sensor (e.g., stuck at
a non-commutation state or at the low point of the torque
output). The example techniques and motor systems may
achieve additional or different advantages in some other
applications.

FIG. 1A is a diagram showing an example motor system
100. The example motor system 100 includes a motor 10
coupled by a wiring harness 12 to a controller 14. The motor
10, for example can be a brushless DC motor (BLDC) that
includes a rotor 16 and a sensor assembly 18. The sensor
assembly 18 is connected to the controller 14 via the wiring
harness 12. The motor 10 can be used, for example, at least in
part of a servomotor system. In some instances, the motor 10
can be a part of an electromagnetic actuator utilized to control
the position of a mechanical component, such as in an aircraft.
The motor 10 can be used in other applications.

The controller 14 controls the operation of the motor 10,
for example, its rotational position and/or speed depending on
the application. In some implementations, multiple Hall sen-
sors or other position sensors can be used by the motor 10. For
example, multiple Hall sensors can be arranged at different
angular positions to achieve corresponding partial indications
of motor position. The outputs of all the sensors can be used
to obtain more complete position information. The position
information can be used, among other things, to control elec-
tronic commutation in the motors, to control the position of a
mechanical component actuated by the motor, etc. A set of
three Hall sensors (e.g., as described with respect to FIGS. 1B
and 1C) can be used to indicate when commutation should
occur for the widely used six-step drive routine. In other
implementations, more sensors can be used, for example, to
obtain finer-grain position information but with increased
cost.

In some instances, a motor position counter (not shown)
can be implemented (for example, in software or hardware) to
record the transitions of the logic state of the Hall sensors and
track the position of the motor. For example, the position
counter may be updated by one count upon detection of a
valid Hall state transition. The position counter value can
increase or decrease depending on the direction of rotation of
the motor. For example, the position counter may increase by
one count if the detected valid Hall state transition is within
the normal motor Hall state transition sequence when the
motor moves clockwise (CW). Similarly, the position counter
may decrease by one count if the detected Hall state transition
is within the normal Hall state transition sequence when a
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motor moves counter clockwise (CCW). If no valid Hall state
transition is detected, the position counter value can remain
unchanged. Additional or different rules can be defined with
respect to the position counter to track the motor position.

The controller 14 monitors the rotational position of the
rotor 16 and controls the flow of current to the windings of the
motor 10 to achieve a desired motor position and/or speed for
adesired actuator movement. Different types of motor control
arrangements and techniques may be utilized in different
implementations. Specific hardware, software, firmware, or a
combination thereof can be used for controlling winding cur-
rents. For example, certain circuitry and software logic can be
designed to configure the controller for controlling drive cur-
rents (e.g., winding currents) into the motor.

FIG. 1B is a diagram showing an example configuration of
the sensor assembly 18 in FIG. 1A. In the example configu-
ration, the sensor assembly 18 includes three Hall sensors A
181, B 182, and C 183 that are separated by 60 electrical
degrees. In some implementations, the motor can include the
rotor 16 and a stator (not shown), and the sensor assembly 18
can be mounted on the stator of the motor 10. The motor 10
can include one or more permanent magnet pole pairs. The
number of electrical rotation cycles per mechanical rotation
depends on the number of permanent magnet pole pairs, given
a particular motor design. For example, the degrees of elec-
trical rotation can be obtained by the degrees of mechanical
rotation multiplied by the number of pole pairs. In the
example shown in FIGS. 1B and 1C, the motor 10 includes
only one permanent magnet pole pair 17. In this case, one
mechanical degree is equal to one clectrical degree. The
motor 10 can include another number of pole pairs and the
mechanical degrees can have then a different relationship
with respect to the electrical degree reference.

The three Hall sensors A 181, B 182, and C 183 can be
digital Hall sensors that are operable to output binary values
(e.g., 0and 1). The binary values can represent a logic state of
the Hall sensors. The output signals 110, 120, and 130 are
example output signals of the Hall sensor A 181, Hall sensor
B 182, and Hall sensor C 183, respectively. As motor 10
rotates, each of the three output signals 110, 120, and 130
switches in a binary fashion according to the rotation of the
motor 10. The collective output signals 110, 120, and 130 can
be used to control commutation. For example, at a certain
time instance, the combination of the three output signals
110, 120, and 130 can form a logic state combination (also
referred to as a Hall state). Eight logic state combinations can
result from three output signals of binary values. Among the
eight possible logic state combinations from the three sen-
sors, 101 and 010 are faults or illegal states and they cannot
appear during normal operations of the motor with three Hall
sensors separated by 60 electrical degrees. Each of the
remaining six distinct logic state combinations (i.e., 111, 110,
100, 000, 001, and 011) of the three binary outputs of the
sensors maps to a corresponding commutation state. A com-
mutation state indicates a particular pair of the motor wind-
ings driven with a current in a particular polarity. Therefore,
commutation can occur precisely at the time that the binary
output from one of the sensors 181, 182, and 183 switches
from one binary value to the other.

In the illustrated example, given that the motor rotates in a
clockwise (CW) direction, the logic state combination of the
three output signals 110, 120, and 130 transitions according
to a sequence of 111, 110, 100, 000, 001, 011, and then 111.
In some instances, since the motor can start from another
position or rotate in another direction (e.g., counter clockwise
(CCW)), the logic state combination of the three output sig-
nals 110, 120, and 130 can be different. The moving direction
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of the motor can be determined by monitoring the transition-
ing of the logic state combinations. For example, in the illus-
trated example in FIG. 1B, if a state transition from 000 to 001
is observed, it can be determined that the motor is moving in
the CW direction; conversely, if a state transition from 001 to
000is observed, it can be determined that the motor is moving
in the CCW direction. In some instances, duration of a logic
state combination can reflect a speed of the motor. In some
implementations, the speed of the motor can be determined
by the transition speed of the logic state combination.

FIG. 1C is a diagram showing another example configura-
tion of the sensor assembly 18 in FIG. 1. As illustrated, the
sensor assembly 18 includes three Hall sensors A 184, B 185,
and C 186 that are separated by 120 electrical degrees. The
three Hall sensors A 184, B 185, and C 186 can be digital Hall
sensors that are operable to output binary values (e.g., 0 and
1). Output signals 140, 150, and 160 are example output
signals of the Hall sensor A 184, Hall sensor B 185, and Hall
sensor C 186, respectively. The three output signals 140, 150,
and 160 include binary values and can change according to a
rotation of motor 10. In this case, where the three Hall sensors
A 184, B 185, and C 186 are separated by 120 electrical
degrees, 111 and 000 are faults or illegal states among eight
possible logic state combinations of the output signals 140,
150, and 160. In the example shown in FIG. 1C, aCW rotation
of the motor can lead to an example transition sequence of
110, 100, 101, 001, 011, 010, and then 110. A different
sequence can be obtained based on another moving direction
of the motor or another starting state. Similarly, the moving
direction and speed of the motor 10 can be determined based
on the transition of the logic state combination.

FIG. 2 is a diagram 200 showing an example operation of
a motor system under normal operating conditions. The
motor system can be the motor system 100 with the example
motor 10 in FIG. 1A, or another motor system. The motor 10,
for example, can include three Hall sensors separated by 60
electrical degrees as shown in FIG. 1B, or three Hall sensors
separated by 120 electrical degrees as shown in FIG. 1C. One
electrical rotation 240 from 0 to 2z radians is shown in FIG.
2. Time in FIG. 2 is indicated by fractions of the motor
rotation period T. The motor is assumed to have three stator
phase windings labeled as A, B and C. The windings are
driven pair-wise in operation through six commutation states
or commutation intervals during each revolution as generally
known in the art. The scheme is also known as a six-step drive
scheme or a six-step commutation scheme. An example
sequence of commutation states, also called a “commutation
sequence” 220, is shown as AB, AC, BC, BA, CA and CB in
the illustrated example. The timing of the commutation
sequence can be determined by the motor rotational position
as indicated by the outputs of the Hall sensors, which are
indicated by the sequence of “Hall states” 230. The example
Hall state sequence 230 includes six Hall states, 1-6. Hall
states 1-6 may correspond to different combinations of binary
states of three Hall-effect sensors, for example, such as the six
logic state combinations illustrated in FIG. 1B and FIG. 1C,
respectively. Hall states 1-6 may include additional or differ-
ent combinations depending on system configurations.

Insome aspects of operation, a controller of the motor (e.g.,
the controller 14 of the motor 10) utilizes the position infor-
mation from the Hall-effect sensors in order to control com-
mutation of the motor windings to maintain motor rotation.
For example, when the motor 16 is in a range of positions
corresponding to Hall state 1 (e.g., from 0 to 60 electrical
degrees), then the controller 14 drives the winding pair AB
where the current flows into phase A and comes back from
phase B. When the Hall-effect sensor signals transition to
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Hall state 2, the controller 14 switches or “commutates” the
driving current to windings AC, etc. Thus, the driving of the
motor windings is determined by the motor position informa-
tion as indicated by the output signals of the Hall sensors.

Also shown in FIG. 2 is a plot of the motor torque 210,
which has the characteristic of a sum of rectified portions of
the three phase voltages (back EMF). The torque exhibits
ripple with a magnitude shown as a “torque valley” (TV) of
13.4%. This value represents the relative difference between
the minimum torque value T, (trough at the commutation
points between commutation intervals) and the maximum
torque value T, (at the middle of each commutation inter-
val). If T,,,+ has a normalized value of 1 torque unit, for
example, the T, ;. has a normalized value of 0.866 units.

FIG. 3 is a plot 300 showing another example operation of
a motor system under normal operating conditions. Unlike
FIG. 2, which shows a single Hall state sequence 230, FIG. 3
includes the respective output signals of the three Hall sen-
sors. The motor system of FIG. 3 includes three Hall sensors
that are separated by 120 electrical degrees from each other
(e.g., as shown in FIG. 1C). Output signals 320, 330, and 340
are respective output signals of the three Hall sensors A, B,
and C. The combination of the three output signals 320, 330,
and 340 at a time instance or interval (e.g., for 6e60°~120°) is
an example Hall state (e.g., Hall state 2) of the Hall state
sequence 220 in FIG. 2. Signal 310 is the corresponding
motor torque of the motor system with T, - normalized to 1.

FIG. 4 is a plot 400 showing an example operation of the
motor system of FIG. 3 when the Hall sensor C has failed.
Signals 420, 430, and 440 are respective output signals of the
three Hall sensors A, B, and C under normal operation.
Assume the Hall sensor C is failed since at 0=30°, the actual
output signal of the Hall sensor C is the signal 450, rather than
the normal output signal 440 (as shown by the solid line). As
illustrated, at 452, the output signal 450 of the failed Hall
sensor C is stuck at high (binary value “1”) and remains the
same thereafter. The stuck output signal 450 causes an incor-
rect commutation step resulting an abrupt drop of the motor
torque 410 at 6=30°. In the next state, 460, the logic state
combination of the output signals 420, 430, and 450 are 111,
a fault logic state combination for the example motor system.
No commutation state is defined for the illegal state. The
motor torque 410 drops to zero during the interval of
0e60°~120°. In a next state, 470, the output signal 420
changes from 1 to 0 and the resulting logic state combination
of the three output signals 420, 430, and 450 are 011, a legal
logic state combination of the motor system, yet incorrect
Hall output combination for this motor position, (the correct
combination is 010). The controller can control the driving
current into the motor according to the combination 011 and
the compromised motor torque 414 climbs back from zero to
86.6% at 0=180°. During the following interval,
0e180°~360°, the actual output signal 450 coincides with the
normal output signal 440, therefore, the motor operates as
normal and the motor torque 410 is the same as the corre-
sponding torque 310 in FIG. 3 under normal operation. In the
next revolution, 8e360°~720°, the motor torque 450 starts to
drop again from 6=360° and the motor repeats the similar
operation as in the first revolution for 6e0°~360°.

In some implementations, the failed Hall sensor may need
to be identified before compensation can be applied. The
failed Hall sensor can be identified based on detection of fault
logic state combinations. For instance, given the output sig-
nals 420, 430, and 450, the fault logic state combination 111
is detected at 460. The output signals 420, 430, and 450 can be
monitored continuously until an occurrence of a second fault
logic state combination is detected (e.g., 111 at 480). In this
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example, the Hall sensor C can be identified as a failed Hall
sensor since the output signal 450 of the Hall sensor C does
not change throughout the period from 460 to 480. In other
words, only two of the three output signals 420, 430, and 450
have changed during the period, and the “stuck™ Hall sensor
C can be confirmed as the failed Hall sensor. In the illustrated
example, the second fault logic state combination at 480 is
360 electrical degrees away from the first fault logic state
combination at 460.

In some instances, the motor may be stuck (not moving) at
a fault Hall state (for example, due to zero or lower than
normal torque output at a fault logic state combination or an
incorrect commutation, such as 460 and 470 in FIG. 4) before
the failed Hall sensor is identified. In this case, an example
technique for inducing motor movement can be applied to
force the motor to move. The example technique can include
a sequencing routine to invert each Hall sensor signal to avoid
getting stuck in the “no commutation state” or in the “incor-
rect commutation” (e.g., illegal Hall states 111 or 000). For
instance, the example technique can include sequentially flip-
ping one of the output signals of the Hall sensors A, B, and C
from O to 1, or vice versa. Additional or different techniques
to force the movement of the motor can be used.

The example technique to induce the movement of the
motor can be applied, for example, when all or a subset of the
following scenarios occur: 1) the motor is in a “dead torque”
region (e.g., zero torque region 460 in FIG. 4); 2) outputs of
the Hall sensors are sitting at an illegal Hall state (111 or 000
for Hall sensors with 120° separation, or 101 and 010 for Hall
sensors with 60° separation); 3) the motor is not moving; 4)
there is significant amount of enabled motor drive output; 5)
the failed Hall sensor has NOT been identified yet. Additional
or different conditions may apply.

In some instances, the example detection techniques
described herein can be accurate and robust regardless of the
starting state, rotation speed, or rotation direction of the
motor. For example, unlike other methods (e.g., the predic-
tion method that estimates a current motor speed and direc-
tion and predicts a next logic state combination based on the
estimated motor speed and direction), the example detection
technique can work well even if the motor changes its rotation
direction or speed, or even when the motor stops moving.
Once the failed Hall sensor is identified, the motor commu-
tation techniques can be applied to the output signal of the
failed Hall sensor.

FIG. 5 is a plot 500 showing an example operation of the
motor system of FIG. 3 with example compensation applied
to the failed Hall sensor C. Signals 520, 530, 540, and 550 are
the same as 420, 430, 440, and 450 that correspond to the
output signals of the Hall sensors A and B under normal
operation, and the output signal of Hall sensor C that is failed
since 6=30°, respectively. The signal 560 is the compensated
output signal of the Hall sensor C with compensation starting
applied at 6=60°. More specifically, when a fault logic state
combination is detected, the compensated output signal 560
can be determined to toggle to 0, when in the 111 fault logic
state combination (e.g., at 562), or to toggle to 1 when in 000
fault logic state combination (e.g., at 564). In all other Hall
states (e.g., at 566), the compensated output signal 560 can be
determined to be alternating between 0 and 1 at a high fre-
quency (but shown as value 0.5 for illustration purposes in
FIG. 5). The alternation frequency may need to be no less than
amaximum state transition frequency of the motor. The maxi-
mum state transition frequency can depend on the maximum
operating speed of the motor. For example, if the maximum
motor speed is 15,000 RPM, i.e., 250 revolutions/second,
there can be 24 Hall state transitions per motor revolution for
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an 8-pole motor. In this case, 250 revolutions/sec*24 Hall
states/rev=6000 Hall states/sec, and the alternating frequency
may be at least of 6000 Hz. In some instances, the maximum
state transition frequency can be determined or otherwise
specified in another manner.

FIG. 5 also shows a motor torque 510 resulting from the
compensated output signal 560. As illustrated, the motor
torque 510 climbs up from zero at 511 to the normal motor
torque during the interval of 0e60°~120° due to the compen-
sation applied at 562 (changing the fault logic state combina-
tion 111 to the legal state 110). In the next interval of
0e120°~240°, the compensated output signal 560 alternates
frequently between binary values 0 and 1. One of the two
binary values will be the correct logic state combination at
each of the considered 60° intervals; the application of this
alternating compensation between the binary values recovers
motor output torque at minimum 50% of the normal torque
output level. For instance, if 1 is the correct logic state of the
Hall sensor C at a considered interval (e.g., at interval
0e180°~240°), the motor torque output would be at 100% of
the normal torque output level when the alternating compen-
sated output signal 560 becomes 1, but the output torque
would decrease from the normal level when the compensated
output signal 560 becomes 0. The average torque output 510
during this interval, though reduced from the full torque (e.g.,
torque 310 under normal operations), is higher than or at least
equal to 50% of the normal torque output level. The applica-
tion of the compensated output of Hall C 560 eliminates the
torque output dead spot (e.g., zero torque regions 412 in FI1G.
4). Compared with the motor torque output 410 when no
compensation is applied, the motor torque 510 increases the
torque valley from 0% (dead spot) under fault logic state to
50% at 6=120°, maintains at 86.6% at 6=180°, reduces from
ideal 86.6% to 50% at 6=240° when the compensation is
applied.

Table 1 is an example commutation truth table for a motor
with Hall sensors separated by 120 electrical degrees. The
example commutation truth table shows the motor commu-
tation compensation scheme for the case that Hall sensor C is
the failed. Commutation truth table for the case that Hall
sensor B or A is the failed can be obtained accordingly. The
output signal of the Hall sensor C can be determined based on
example compensation techniques described with respect to
FIGS. 4 and 5. Table 1 shows an example drive scheme or
motor commutation scheme based on the output signals of
Hall sensors A and B, and the compensated output signal of
the Hall sensor C.

For example, in row 1, given the output signals of Hall
sensors A and B are the same binary value 0, the compensated
output of the failed Hall sensor C is the other binary value 1.
Thus, the logic state combination is 001 and the winding pair
C and A can be driven according to Table 1. Specifically, the
current is driven such that it flows into phase C and comes
back from phase A if the motor is moving counter clockwise
(CCW), or the current is input into phase A and output from
phase C if the motor is moving clockwise (CW). Note that,
with compensated output signal of the Hall sensor C, at the
logic state combination 001, a full torque can be obtained as
discussed above with respect to FIG. 5. In a next Hall state
shown in rows 2 and 3, the output signals of the Hall sensors
A and B are different, and the compensated output signal of
the Hall sensor C is alternating between 0 and 1. When the
compensated output signal of the Hall sensor C hits 1, the
winding pair BA is driven, and when the compensated output
signal of the Hall sensor C hits 0, the winding pair BC is
driven. With this compensated Hall state C output scheme, the
resultant motor torque output is lower compared to the motor
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torque that can be obtained under the no Hall failure condi-
tion, yet, there is no torque output dead spot, and a minimum
of 50% of the normal torque level can be achieved as
described with respect to FIG. 5 and in the previous para-
graphs. The commutation of drive current for other logic state
combinations can be controlled in a similar manner according
torows 3-6 of Table 1. In some implementations, the mapping
among the commutation of the drive current, the rotation
directions, and the logic state combinations can be configured
differently. Additional or different commutation truth tables
can be used for controlling the commutation of the drive
current into the motor.

In some instances, the example commutation scheme
described with respect to Table 1 can be referred to as a
four-step commutation scheme or a four-step drive scheme
because it includes four distinctive motor feedback logic
combinations. Compared with the standard 3-phase motor
six-step drive scheme that corresponds to each of the six rows
in Table 1, the four-step commutation scheme combines four
of the six steps into two steps. Specifically, in the example
shown in Table 1, rows 2 and 3 corresponding to two steps of
the six-step drive scheme are combined into one step, and
rows 5 and 6 are combined into another step of the four-step
drive scheme. In some instances, the four-step drive scheme
can be represented with reference to the standard 3-phase
motor six-step drive scheme as step 1, step 2/3, step 4, and
step 5/6.

TABLE 1

20

10

failed. The example techniques work no matter if the failed
Hall sensor C is stuck at 0 or at 1. At row 1, the failed Hall
sensor C is identified and confirmed, for example, according
to the example detection technique described with respect to
FIG. 4. Compensation for commutation can be applied start-
ing from row 2, for example, by using the example commu-
tation compensation techniques described with respect to
FIG. 5 and Table 1. The correct Hall state transitions can be
determined based on the output signals of the Hall sensors A
and B. For example, the current Hall state and the previous
state Prel can be compared. If the current state is the same as
the Prel, the position counter does not need to change. If the
current state is different from the Prel, additional operations
are needed to determine how many counts need to be updated.
For instance, when the output signals of Hall sensors A and B
are the same (changed from the Prel state when they were not
the same), the current state is further compared with Pre2. The
position counter is updated by two counts if the current state
is different from the Pre2 state, whereas the counter is updated
by 1 count if the current state is the same as the Pre2 state. In
some instances, the rotation direction of the motor can be
determined based on the Hall output logic state transition
from Prel state to the current state, for example, by determin-
ing if the detected logic state transition is valid according to a
CW state transition sequence, or it follows the CCW valid
state transition sequence; the motor position counter then
updates accordingly and motor commutation compensation

Example Commutation Table of a Motor with Hall
Sensors Separated by 120° (Hall C Failed Case)

Hall C Motor Current  Motor Current
Row (Compensated)/ Commutation  Commutation  Torque
# Hall-A  Hall-B  Derived Signal (CCW) (CW) Output
1 0 0 1 Phase_ C-->  Phase_ A---> FullTQ
Phase_ A Phase_ C output
2 0 1 (when alternating Phase_ B--->  Phase_ A ---> Reduced
to) 1 Phase_ A Phase_ B TQ
3 0 1 (when alternating Phase_ B--->  Phase_ C---> output
to) 0 Phase_ C Phase_ B
4 1 1 0 Phase_ A ---> Phase_ C---> FullTQ
Phase_ C Phase_ A output
5 1 0 (when alternating Phase_ A --->  Phase_ B---> Reduced
to) 0 Phase_ B Phase_ A TQ
6 1 0 (when alternating Phase_ C--->  Phase_ B--->  output
to) 1 Phase_ B Phase_ C
7 0 0 1 Phase_ C-->  Phase_ A---> FullTQ
Phase_ A Phase_ C output

In some implementations, due to a failed Hall sensor, a
motor position counter that tracks position information of the
motor may lose counts and render inaccurate position infor-
mation. For example, as shown in F1G. 4, the position counter
may lose a count at 6=180° where no state transition is
detected because the output signal 450 is stuck at 1. Example
techniques for compensating the motor position counter are
described below in relation to the Tables 2-4 for a motor with
Hall sensors separated by 120 electrical degrees. Throughout
Tables 2-4, O represents CW direction while 1 represents
CCW direction (under column “Dir”). The position counter is
incremented (shown as “+”) when the motor is moving CW,
while the position counter is decremented (shown as “-”)
when the motor is moving CCW. “Prel” represents one Hall
state previous to a current Hall state, “Pre2” represents two
Hall state previous to the current Hall state. “PC” represents
position counter and “SEQ” represents sequence.

Table 2 shows example position and commutation com-
pensation techniques in the case that the Hall sensor C is
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scheme applied. A valid state transition under the compensa-
tion operating mode is a transition where there is only one
Hall output binary value change from previous state combi-
nation to the current state combination, and the transition is
according to the proper CCW or the CW sequence.

In the example shown in Table 2, from row 1 to row 2, the
outputs of Hall sensors A and B remain the same (i.e., 10),
therefore, no state transition is detected. From row 2 to row 3,
the outputs of Hall sensors A and B change from 10 into 11
and hence a state transition is detected. Since the two output
signals are the same, the current Hall state 11 of row 3 is
further compared with the Pre2 state 00. Given that the cur-
rent state 11 is different from the Pre2 state 10, the position
counter is updated by 2 counts instead of 1 count (for
example, to make up for the missed count for state transition
from row 1 to row 2). In the next transition from row 3 to row
4, the Hall state changes from 11 to 01, where the current
output signals of the Hall sensors A and B are different.
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Therefore this state transition triggers the position counter to
be updated by 1 count. The rules can be applied to other rows
accordingly. Note that in row 10, the motor changes its rota-
tion direction from CW to CCW by one state. Such a direction
change can be identified, for example, by determining that the
transition from state 11 of row 9 to state 10 of row 10is within
the normal valid CCW state transition logic state sequence.
Accordingly, the position counter is decremented by 1 count.
In a next state, the motor continues to move in the CW

12

by only 1 count. Also shown in Table 2 are example values of
atheoretical position counter and the actual position counter.
As illustrated, the actual position counter with the position
compensation techniques applied can track the theoretical
position counter closely once the failed Hall sensor is identi-
fied. For example, the actual position counter may be offset at
most by one count, in some instances, but can be recovered or
compensated to the accurate counter value within one or two
states.

Tables 3 and 4 show example position and commutation

direction from state 10 of row 10 into state 11 of row 11. Now ™ compensation techniques when Hall sensors A and B are
the.two output signals ar © the same, the current state 11 gfr oW failed, respectively. When a motor includes at least three Hall
111is further compared with the Pre2 state 11 corresponding to sensors A, B, and C separated by 120 electrical degrees (e.g.,
row 9. Since the current state 11 is the same as Pre2 state 11, as shown in FIG. 1C), the three Hall sensors are effectively
it can be determined that the motor rotates back in the other . equivalent. The example compensation techniques for failed
direction in a previous state and there is no missed count to Hall sensor C described above can be applied in a similar
compensate for. In this case, the position counter is updated manner to the cases where the Hall sensor A or B has failed.
TABLE 2

Example Position & Commutation Compensations Techniques for a Motor with Hall Sensors Separated by 120° (Failed Hall Sensor C)

Failed Hall
Normal Hall ~ State (*0°
State SEQ  or ‘1”) SEQ Update
Row Normal Current Prel Pre2 Transition Transition Commutation Update theoretical Actual
# Remarks Dir a b ¢ A B C ABC ABC Detection generated? State PC PC PC
1 Failure on 1 0 1 1 0 01
Hall C
confirmed,
with output at
‘07or°1’
2 Compensation 0 1 0 0 1 0 01 00x O0lx no n Toggle Hall C no 1 0
Applied change 0/1 change
detected
3 0 1 1 0 1 1 0/1 10x 00x from Prel y ForA=B="1", +2 2 2
(A!=B) Set Hall C to
to Current 0’
(A=B)&
Pre2
(AB) 1=
Current
(AB)
4 0 0O 1 0 0 1 01 11x 10x from Prel y Toggle Hall C +1 3 3
(A=B) 0/1
to Current
(A1=B)
5 0 o 1 1 0 1 01 no n Toggle Hall C no 4 3
change 0/1 change
detected
6 0 0O 0 1 0 0 01 0lx 11x from Prel y ForA=B="0’ +2 5 5
(A!=B) set Hall C to
to Current v
(A=B)&
Pre2
(AB) 1=
Current
(AB)
7 0 1 0 1 1 0 01 00x O0lx from Prel y Toggle Hall C +1 6 6
(A=B) 0/1
to Current
(A1=B)
8 0 1 0 0 1 0 01 no n Toggle Hall C no 7 6
change 0/1 change
detected
9 0 1 1 0 1 1 0/1 10x 00x from Prel y forA=B="1" +2 8 8
(A!=B) Set Hall C to
to Current 0’
(A=B)&
Pre2
(AB) 1=
Current

(AB)
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TABLE 2-continued

Example Position & Commutation Compensations Techniques for a Motor with Hall Sensors Separated by 120° (Failed Hall Sensor C)

Failed Hall
Normal Hall  State (‘0°
State SEQ  or ‘1”) SEQ Update
Row Normal Current Prel Pre2 Transition Transition Commutation Update theoretical Actual
# Remarks Dir a b ¢ A B C ABC ABC Detection generated? State PC PC PC
10 direction 1 1 0 0 1 0 01 11x 10x from Prel y Toggle Hall C -1 7 7
change (A=B) 0/1
motor moves to Current
back one (A!=B)
state
11 0 1 1 0 1 1 0/1 10x 11x from Prel y forA=B="1" +1 8 8
(A!=B) Set Hall C to
to Current ‘0’
(A=B),
& Pre2
(AB) =
Current
(AB)
12 0 0O 1 0 0 1 01 11x 10x from Prel y Toggle Hall C +1 9 9
(A=B) 0/1
to Current
(A1=B)
13 0 o 1 1 0 1 01 no n Toggle Hall C no 10 9
change 0/1 change
detected
14 0 0 0 1 0 0 01 0lx 11x from Prel y ForA=B="0’ +2 11 11
(A!=B) then set Hall
to Current Cto 1’
(A=B)&
Pre2
(AB) 1=
Current
(AB)
TABLE 3

Example Position & Commutation Compensations Techniques for a Motor with Hall Sensors Separated by 120° (Failed Hall Sensor A

Failed Hall
Normal A(0orl)
Hall State State
Sequence Sequence Update Update theoretical Actual
Row Normal Current Prel Pre2 Transition Transition Commutation position  position position
# Remarks Dir a b ¢ A B C ABC ABC Detection generated? State counter  counter  counter
1 Failure on o o 1 o1 0 1
Hall A
confirmed,
with output
stuck at 0’ or
1
2 Compensation 1 0 1 o1 0 1 no n Toggle Hall no 1 0
Applied change A0/ change
detected
3 0 1 0 0 01 0 0 =x01 xI11 fromPrel y forB=C=":0’ +2 2 2
(C!=B) Set Hall A
to to 1’
Current
(C=B)&
Pre2
(AB) =
Current
(AB)
4 0 1 1 0 o1 1 0 X00 x01 from Prel y Toggle Hall +1 3 3
(C=B) A0/1
to
Current
(C!=B)
5 0 o 1 o0 01 1 0 X00 %01 no n Toggle Hall no 4
change A0/ change

detected
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TABLE 3-continued

Example Position & Commutation Compensations Techniques for a Motor with Hall Sensors Separated by 120° (Failed Hall Sensor A)

Failed Hall
A(0orl)
State

Normal
Hall State

Row

# Remarks

Sequence
Normal

Sequence
Current

A

Prel

Pre2 Transition

B C ABC ABC Detection

Update

Transition Commutation

generated? State

Actual
position

Update theoretical
position  position
counter

counter counter

6

11 direction
change
motor moves
back one
state

0/1

0/1

0/1

0/1

0/1

0/1

0/1

0/1

0/1

0/1

1

1

x10

x11

x11

x01

x00

x10

x00

x00

x10

x11

X00 from Prel
(Ct=B)
to
Current
(C=B)&
Pre2
(AB) !=
Current
(AB)

x10 from Prel
(C=B)
to
Current
(C!=B)

x10 no
change
detected

x11 from Prel
(Ct=B)
to
Current
(C=B)&
Pre2
(AB) !=
Current
(AB)

x01 from Prel
(C=B)
to
Current
(C!=B)

x00 from Prel
(Ct=B)
to
Current
(C=B)&
Pre2
(AB) =
Current
(AB)

x10 from Prel
(C=B)
to
Current
(C!=B)

x10 no
change
detected

x00 from Prel
(Ct=B)
to
Current
(C=B)&
Pre2
(AB) !=
Current
(AB)

x10 from Prel
(C=B)
to
Current
(C!=B)

y

n

forC=B="°1"
Set Hall A
to 0’

Toggle Hall
A0/1

Toggle Hall
A0/1

forB=C=":0’
Set Hall A
to ‘1’

Toggle Hall
A0/1

Toggle Hall
A0/1

Toggle Hall
A0/1

Toggle Hall
A0/1

forC=B="°1"
Set Hall A
to 0’

Toggle Hall
A0/1

+2 5 5

+1 6 6

no
change

+2 7 6

+1 8 8

+1 8 8

no 9 9
change

+2 10 10

+1 11 11
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Example Position & Commutation Compensations Techniques for a Motor with Hall Sensors separated by 120° (Failed Hall Sensor B)

For 120
electrical deg Failed Hall
separation Normal B (‘0’or*1")
hall sensor Hall State State
arrangement Sequence Sequence Update Update theoretical Actual
Row Motors Normal Current Prel Pre2 Transition Transition Commutation position  position position
# Remarks Dir b ¢ A B C ABC ABC Detection generated? State counter  counter  counter
1 Failure on 0 1 0 01 1 no n no 1 0
Hall B change change
confirmed, detected
with output at
‘0or 1’
2 Compensation 0 1 1 o1 1 0xl 1x0 from Prel y forC= +2 2 2
Applied (Ct=A) A=D1
to Set Hall B
Current to *0’
(C=AC)
& Pre2
(AC) 1=
Current
(AC)
3 0 0 0 1 0/1 0 1x1 0xl from Prel y Toggle Hall +1 3 3
(C=4A) B0/1
to
Current
(Ct1=A)
4 0 1 0 1 o1 0 1x1 0xl no n Toggle Hall no
change B0/1 change
detected
5 0 1 0 0 0/1 0 1x0 1x1 from Prel y forA = +2 4 4
(Ct=A) C=:0
to Set Hall B
Current to 1’
(C=AC)
& Pre2
(AC) 1=
Current
(AC)
6 0 1 1 0 o1 1 0x0 1x0 from Prel y Toggle Hall +1 5 5
(C=4A) B0/1
to
Current
(Ct1=A)
7 0 0 1 0 o1 1 0x0 1x0 no n Toggle Hall no 6 5
change B0/1 change
detected
8 0 0 1 1 o1 1 0xl 0x0 from Prel y forC= +2 7 7
(Ct=A) A=°1
to Set Hall B
Current to *0’
(C=AC)
& Pre2
(AC) 1=
Current
(AC)
9 0 0 0 1 0/1 0 1x1 0xl from Prel y Toggle Hall +1 8 8
(C=4A) B0/1
to
Current
(Ct1=A)
10 0 1 0 1 o1 0 1x1 0xl no n Toggle Hall no 9 8
change B0/1 change
detected
11 direction 1 0 0 1 o1 0 1x1 0xl no n Toggle Hall no 8 8
change change B0/1 change
motor moves detected
back one
state
12 0 1 0 1 o1 0 1x1 0xl no n Toggle Hall no 9 8
change B0/1 change

detected
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TABLE 4-continued

Example Position & Commutation Compensations Techniques for a Motor with Hall Sensors separated by 120° (Failed Hall Sensor B)

For 120
electrical deg Failed Hall
separation Normal B (‘0’or*1")
hall sensor Hall State State
arrangement Sequence Sequence Update Update theoretical Actual
Row Motors Normal Current Prel Pre2 Transition Transition Commutation position  position position
# Remarks Dir a b ¢ A B C ABC ABC Detection generated? State counter  counter  counter
13 0 0 1 0 0 0/1 0 1x0 1x1 from Prel y forA = +2 10 10
(Ct=A) C=:0
to Set Hall B
Current to 1’
(C=AC)
& Pre2
(AC) 1=
Current
(AC)
14 0 0 1 1 0 o1 1 0x0 1x0 from Prel y Toggle Hall +1 11 11
(C=4A) B0/1
to
Current
(Ct1=A)
15 0 0 0 1 0 o1 1 0x0 1x0 no y Toggle Hall no 12 11
change B0/1 change
detected
16 0 1 0 1 1 o1 1 0xl 0x0 from Prel y forA = +2 13 13
(Ct=A) C=°1
to Set Hall B
Current to *0’
(C=AC)
& Pre2
(AC) 1=
Current
(AC)

FIG. 6A is a flow chart showing an example process 600 for ;5 state combination can be a combination of the output binary

compensating commutation of a motor that includes three
Hall sensors separated by 120 electrical degrees. All or part of
the example process 600 may be implemented in hardware,
software, firmware, or a combination thereof. In some
instances, the example process 600 can be implemented as an
example algorithm for the controller 14 for controlling the
motor commutation of the motor 10 shown in FIG. 1. The
example process 600 can embody the compensation tech-
niques described with respect to FIGS. 4 and 5 and Tables 2-4.
The process 600, individual operations of the process 600, or
groups of operations may be iterated or performed in parallel,
in series, or in another manner. In some cases, the process 600
may include the same, additional, fewer, or different opera-
tions performed in the same or a different order.

At 610, a failed Hall sensor is identified. For purposes of
the examples in FIGS. 6 A and 6B, it is assumed that the failed
Hall sensor is F and the two good Hall sensors are D and E.
The Hall sensors D, E, and F can be digital Hall sensors that
are configured to output binary values (e.g., 0 and 1) and the
output signals of the Hall sensors D, E, and F can be moni-
tored. In some instances, the Hall sensor F can be any one of
the example Hall sensors 184, 185, and 186 in FIG. 1C. The
failed Hall sensor F can be the failed Hall sensor C, A, and B
as shown in Tables 2-4, respectively. In some implementa-
tions, the failed Hall sensor F can be identified based on
output signals of the Hall sensors, for example, according to
the example detection techniques described with respect to
FIG. 4, or in another manner.

At 620, a new logic state combination transition (or a state
transition) can be monitored and detected. For example, the
Hall sensor output logic state combination can transitionto a
current logic state combination S3 as motor rotates. The logic
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values of the Hall sensors D and E (for example, 00, 01, 11,
and 10). A valid transition of the logic state combination can
be detected based on an in sequenced change of the output
signals of the Hall sensors D and E. Example transitions of the
logic state combination are shown in Tables 2-4. As an
example, the current logic state combination S3 can be 11 in
row 3 of Table 2, which is transitioned from 10 in row 2 of
Table 2. No state transition is detected from row 1 to row 2 of
Table 2 because the output signals of the two Hall sensors
remain as 10 and no change is detected.

At 640, the two output signals of the Hall sensors D and E
at the current Hall state S3 are compared. For example, if S3
includes two of the same binary values (e.g., 11 or 00), the
compensated output signal of the failed Hall sensor F for
motor commutation can be determined to be the other binary
value (i.e., S3 (F)=S3 (D)) at 650. For example, if S3 is 11
(where S3 (D)=S3(E)=1), then S3 (F) should be S3 (!D)=0).
In some other instances, if the current Hall state S3 includes
two different binary values (e.g., 10 or 01), the compensated
output signal of the failed Hall sensor F can be determined to
alternate between the binary values (e.g., O or 1) at 660, for
example, at a frequency no less than a maximum state tran-
sition frequency of the motor.

FIG. 6B is a flow chart showing an example process 605 for
compensating a position counter of a motor that includes
three Hall sensors separated by 120 electrical degrees after a
failed Hall sensor is identified (e.g., as described at 610). All
or part of the example process 605 may be implemented in
hardware, software, firmware, or a combination thereof. In
some instances, the example process 605 can be implemented
as an example algorithm for the controller 14 for providing
position feedback of the motor 10 shown in FIG. 1. The
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example process 605 can embody the compensation tech-
niques described with respect to Tables 2-4. The process 605,
individual operations of the process 605, or groups of opera-
tions may be iterated or performed in parallel, in series, or in
another manner. In some cases, the process 605 may include
the same, additional, fewer, or different operations performed
in the same or a different order.

At 615, a first logic state combination (or a first Hall state)
S1 transitioning to a second logic state combination (or a
second Hall state) S2 can be monitored and detected, as motor
moves. The logic state combination can be a combination of
the output binary values of two or more Hall sensors. A
transition of the logic state combination can be detected based
on a change of the output signals of the two or more Hall
sensors. Example transitions of the logic state combination
are shown in Tables 2-4. As an example, the first logic state
combination S1 can be 10 corresponding to two Hall sensors
A and B shown in row 1 and row 2 of Table 2, and S1
transitions into the second logic state combination S2 11 in
row 3. As another example, the first logic state combination
S1 can be 10X corresponding to three Hall sensors A, B, and
C shown in row 1 and row 2 of Table 2, and S1 transitions into
the second logic state combination S2 11X in row 3, where
“X” is the output signal of the failed Hall sensor C and it can
be either failed to 0 or 1 for instance.

At 625, the second logic state combination S2 transitioning
to a third logic state combination (or a third Hall state) S3 can
be monitored and detected. The third logic state combination
S3 can be a current state under consideration. The second
logic state combination S2 can be the previous state, Prel,
while the first logic state combination S1 can be the state that
is two states previous to the current state, Pre2, with respectto
the current state S3 as shown in Tables 2-4.

At 635, arotation direction of the motor can be determined,
for example, based on the Hall states S2 and S3. As an
example technique, if the valid transition follows a CW state
transition sequence (e.g., the example Hall state transition
sequence shown in FIG. 1C), the rotation direction can be
determined to be CW; otherwise, the rotation direction can be
determined to be CCW. Additional or different techniques can
be used to determine the rotation direction of the motor.

At 655, if the failed Hall sensor is F, the current Hall sensor
output signals of the other two remaining good Hall sensors D
and E may need to be checked to determine how to update the
position counter for a valid state transition. In some imple-
mentations, if the current output signals of the Hall sensor D
and E are not the same (i.e., S3 (D) =83 (E)), for the state
transition under consideration the motor position counter can
be updated by one count at 675 according to the rotation
direction of the motor determined at 635. As an example
implementation, the position counts can be updated as incre-
ments if the motor is moving CW, while being updated as
decrements when the motor is moving CCW, as determined at
635. In some instances, if the condition that the current state
combination S3 (D)=S3 (E) is satisfied, then at 657, the num-
ber of counts that the counter will be updated can be deter-
mined based on if the previous-2 state combination is the
same as the current state combination (i.e., S3=S1?). IfS3 and
S1 are the same; for a valid state transition the position
counter can be updated with one count at 675 based on the
motor direction determined at 635; otherwise, the counter can
be updated by two counts at 685 accordingly.

FIGS. 4-6 and Tables 1-4 include example operations and
compensation techniques of a motor with Hall sensors that
are separated by 120 electrical degrees. Similar concepts can
be used for operations and compensation schemes for a motor
with Hall sensors that are separated by 60 electrical degrees,
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with a few modifications. For example, as shown in FIGS. 1B
and 1C, different position configurations of the Hall state
sensor can produce different logic state combinations. Unlike
the 120° separation arrangement where the fault logic state
combinations are 111 and 000, in the 60° separation arrange-
ment, the fault logic state combinations are 010 and 101. In
some aspects, unlike the 120° configuration where the three
Hall sensors are effectively equivalent, the Hall sensor B that
is located in the middle of the three Hall sensors A, B, and C
separated by 60° (e.g., the Hall sensors 181, 182, and 183 in
FIG. 1B) can play a different role with respect to the other two
Hall sensors A and C that are positioned on the two sides. In
some implementations, the middle Hall sensor can be referred
to as a pivot Hall sensor. In the following, FIG. 7 illustrates an
example process for compensating commutation and a posi-
tion counter of a motor with Hall sensors separated by 60°.
Table 5-7 shows example position and commutation compen-
sation techniques when the Hall sensor C, A, and B are failed,
respectively. Table 8, in the case that Hall-C is the failed
sensor, is an example commutation truth table for a motor
with Hall sensors separated by 60°. Commutation truth table
for the case that Hall sensor A or B is failed can be obtained
in an analogous manner.

FIG. 7 is a flow chart showing an example process 700 for
compensating commutation and position counter of a motor
that includes three Hall sensors separated by 60 electrical
degrees, after a Hall sensor failure is identified. The example
process 700 can include the example compensation tech-
niques applied in Tables 5-8. All or part of the example
process 700 may be implemented in hardware, software,
firmware, or a combination thereof. In some instances, the
example process 700 can be implemented as an example
algorithm for the controller 14 for controlling the motor com-
mutation and providing position feedback of the motor 10
shown in FIG. 1. The process 700, individual operations of
the process 700, or groups of operations may be iterated or
performed in parallel, in series, or in another manner. In some
cases, the process 700 may include the same, additional,
fewer, or different operations performed in the same or dif-
ferent order.

At 710, a failed Hall sensor can be identified. For purposes
of the example process 700, it is assumed that the motor
includes three Hall sensors A, B, and C, where the Hall sensor
B is located in the middle among the three. The three Hall
sensors A, B, and C can be digital Hall sensors that are
configured to output binary values (e.g., 0 and 1) and the
output signals of the Hall sensors can be monitored. In some
implementations, the failed Hall sensor can be identified in a
similar manner to the example detection techniques described
with respect to FIG. 4. For example, the detection can include
detecting a first fault logic state combination (e.g., 101 or
010) of the output signals of the three Hall sensors and detect-
ing a second fault logic state combination. The second logic
state combination can be the same as the first logic state
combination. In some implementations, the second logic state
combination can be at least 360 electrical degrees from the
first logic state combination. The Hall sensor with an
unchanged output signal during the period from the first logic
state combination to the second logic state combination can
be identified as the failed Hall sensor. Additional or different
techniques can be used to detect the failed Hall sensor.

In some instances, as in the 120° Hall sensor separation
configuration, the motor may stop moving before the failed
Hall sensor is identified. In this case, the example of inducing
motor rotation technique described with respect to FIG. 4 can
be used for the motor with 60° electrical degree separation
configuration as well. For instance, the example technique
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can include sequentially flipping one of the output signals of
the three Hall sensors from one binary value to another binary
value. Additional or different techniques can be used to force
the motor to move at least until the failed Hall state is iden-
tified.

At 720, a first logic state combination (or a first Hall state)
S1 transitioning to a second logic state combination (or a
second Hall state) S2 can be monitored and detected. The
logic state combination can be a combination of the output
binary values of the other good Hall sensors. A transition of
the logic state combination can be detected based on a change
of one of the two output signals of the remaining good Hall
sensors. Example transitions of the logic state combination
are shown in Tables 5-7. For instance, in Table 5, the Hall
sensor C is the identified failed Hall sensor. Then the logic
state combination of the two other Hall sensors A and B can
be monitored. As an example, Hall state 00 inrows 1 and 2 can
be the first logic state combination S1, and the S1 transitions
into the second logic state combination S2 01 in row 3. There
is no state transition detected from row 1 to row 2 because the
output signals of the two Hall sensors A and B remain as 00
and no change of the output signal is detected.

At730, the second logic state combination S2 transitioning
to a third logic state combination (or a third Hall state) S3 can
be monitored and detected. Similarly, the third logic state
combination S3 can be a current state under consideration.
The second logic state combination S2 can be the previous
state Prel, while the first logic state combination S1 can be
the state that is two states previous to the current state, Pre2 in
Tables 5-7. In the example shown in Table 5, the third logic
state combination S3 can be 11 at row 4, with corresponding
S2 01 and S1 00 in rows 3 and 2, respectively.

At 735, arotation direction of the motor can be determined,
for example, based on the Hall states S2 and S3. As an
example technique, if the valid transition follows a CW state
transition sequence (e.g., the example Hall state transition
sequence shown in FIG. 1B), the rotation direction can be
determined to be CW; otherwise, the rotation direction can be
determined to be CCW. Additional or different techniques can
be used to determine the rotation direction of the motor.

At 740, a determination of whether the failed Hall sensor is
the pivot Hall sensor (e.g., Hall sensor B 182 in FIG. 1B) can
be made. If the failed Hall sensor is not the pivot Hall sensor
Hall-B, the failed Hall sensor can be the Hall sensor A or C.
Tables 5 and 6 show example position and commutation
compensation techniques when the non-pivot Hall sensor C
or A is failed. At 750, the output signal of the functioning
(normal) Hall sensor D is compared with the binary value
output of the pivotal Hall sensor (Hall B). The Hall sensor D
is either Hall A or C depending on which is the failed Hall
sensor F. When the outputs of the Hall sensors B and D are the
same, then the compensation for motor commutation is to
toggle Hall F output, as indicated by block 752. Otherwise
(i.e., S3(B) 1=S3 (D)), set the output of Hall F to the binary
value as the output of the pivotal Hall sensor B, as indicated
by block 754. Then the motor position counter can be updated
by one count or two counts at 770 or 780 depending on the
outcome of the decision block at 756, where S3 and S1 Hall
state combinations are compared (S3=S17?).

As a specific example, operations 750-780 can be
described in view of Table 5. For example, given failed Hall
sensor C is identified in Table 5, at 750, the output signals of
the Hall sensors A and the pivot Hall sensor B at the current
Hall state S3 (e.g., 11 at row 4) can be compared. Since the
output signals of Hall sensors A and B are the same at S3 11
in row 4, the compensated output signal of the failed Hall
sensor C can be determined to alternate between 0 and 1 at
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752 for motor commutation, and the position counter is
increased by one count as shown in row 4 of Table 5 at 770. In
another instance, the current state S3 can be 10 as shown in
row 6 of Table 5. The output signals of Hall sensors A and B
are now different. Since 101 is a fault logic state combination,
the output signal of the failed Hall sensor C should be 0.
Accordingly, at 754, the compensated output signal of the
failed Hall sensor C can be determined to be 0, the same as the
output signal of the pivot Hall sensor B. At 756, the current
state S3 is compared with the state that is two states previous
to the current state, S1 11 in row 4. Since S3 is different from
S1, the position counter is increased by two counts as shown
in row 6. Other example applications of operations 750-780
can be found in other rows of Table 5. Similarly, the example
operations 750-780 can be applied accordingly when Hall
sensor A is the failed and example applications are presented
in Table 6.

Referring back to 740, if the pivot Hall sensor B is identi-
fied as the failed Hall sensor, the example process 700 can
proceed to 760 to determine if the two output signals of the
two other Hall sensors A and C are the same or not (i.e.,
whether S3 (A)=S3 (C)). If the two output signals are differ-
ent, the compensated output signal of the failed Hall sensor B
can be determined to toggle between two binary values (e.g.,
0 and 1) at 762, and the position counter can be adjusted by
one count at 770. If the two output signals of Hall sensors A
and C are the same, the compensated output signal of the
failed Hall sensor B can be determined to be the same binary
value as the Hall sensor A and C (i.e., S3 (B)=S3 (A)=S3 (0))
at 764. At 766, the current logic state combination S3 can be
compared with the previous logic state combination
S1(Pre2). If S3 is the same as S1, the position counter can be
adjusted by one count at 770; otherwise, the position counter
can be adjusted by two counts at 780.

Table 7 shows example position and commutation com-
pensation techniques when the pivot Hall sensor B has failed.
For purposes of this example, it is assumed that the current
logic state combination S3 of the output signals of the other
two Hall sensors A and Cis 11 as shown in row 4 of Table 7.
According to the example operation 764, the compensated
output signal of the failed Hall sensor B should be 1 as well
because otherwise 101 would be a fault logic state combina-
tion. The current logic state combination S3 11 is not the same
as the previous logic state combination S1 00 corresponding
to row 1 (there is no detectable state change in row 2), so the
position counter can be determined to increase by two counts
as shown in row 4. In another instance, assume the current
logic state combination S3 of the output signals of the other
two Hall sensors A and Cis 11 as shown in row 12 of Table 7.
Similarly, the compensated output signal of the failed Hall
sensor B can be determined to be 1 according to the example
operation 764. But the current logic state combination S3 11
is the same as the previous logic state combination S1 (Pre 2),
11, corresponding to row 10 because the motor rotates back
one state in a CCW direction in row 11. In this case, the
position counter is increased by one count as shown in row 12
of Table 7 according to the example operations 766 and 770.

Table 8 is an example commutation truth table for a motor
with Hall sensors separated by 60 electrical degrees. The
example commutation truth table can be used to control the
commutation of the drive current into the motor. The example
commutation truth table shows an example drive scheme or
commutation scheme based on the output signals of Hall
sensors A and B, and the compensated output signal of the
Hall sensor C. In some aspects, commutation truth tables
based on the output signals of Hall sensors B and C, and the
compensated output signal of the Hall sensor A, or based on
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the output signals of Hall sensors A and C, and the compen-
sated output signal of the Hall sensor B would be straightfor-
ward to a skilled artisan in view of the example commutation
truth table shown in Table 8.

Similar to the example commutation truth table shown in
Table 1 for a motor with Hall sensors separated by 120 elec-
trical degrees, Table 8 shows an example four-step commu-
tation scheme or drive scheme that includes four distinctive
motor commutation steps. Specifically, rows 1 and 2 corre-
sponding to two steps of a standard six-step drive scheme are
combined into one step, and rows 4 and 5 are combined into
another step. For example, given the output signals of Hall
sensors A and B are the same binary value (e.g., 0, the com-
pensated output of the failed Hall sensor C can be determined
to alternate between two binary values 0 and 1. Rows 1 and 2
correspond to a first step of the four-step drive scheme where
the winding pair C and A can be driven when the logic state
combination alternates to 000 and winding pair B and A can
be driven when the logic state combination alternates to 001.
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Similar commutation can be applied to the rows 4 and 5 as a
third step of the example drive scheme. A reduced torque can
be obtained in the first and third steps. In some other
instances, when the output signals of the Hall sensors A and B
are different, the compensated output signal of the Hall sensor
C can be determined to track the output signal of the pivot
Hall sensor (e.g., the Hall sensor B). For example, in a second
and a fourth step (e.g., row 3 and 6 in Table 8, respectively),
the winding pair B and C can be driven when the logic state
combination is 011 and 100, respectively. A full torque can be
obtained in the second and fourth steps. The input phase and
output phase can be determined based on the rotation direc-
tion (e.g., CW or CCW) of the motor as shown in Table 8. In
some implementations, the mapping among the commutation
of'the drive current, the rotation directions, and the logic state
combinations can be configured in another manner. Addi-
tional or different commutation truth tables can be used for
controlling the commutation of the drive current into the
motor.

TABLE 8

Example Commutation Table of a Motor with Hall Sensors
Separated by 60° when Hall-C is the failed sensor

Hall C Motor Current Motor Current Torque
Row (Compensated)) Commutation In ~ Commutation In ~ (TQ)
# Hall-A  Hall-B  Derived Signal CCW Direction =~ CW Direction Output
1 0 0 (when alternating Phase_ C --> Phase_ A ---> Reduced
to) 0 Phase_ A Phase_ C TQ
2 0 0 (when alternating Phase_ B ---> Phase_ A --->
to) 1 Phase_ A Phase_ B
3 0 1 1 Phase_ B ---> Phase_ C ---> Full TQ
Phase_ C Phase_ B
4 1 1 (when alternating Phase_ A ---> Phase_ C ---> Reduced
to) 0 Phase_ C Phase_ A TQ
5 1 1 (when alternating Phase_ A ---> Phase_ B --->
to) 1 Phase_ B Phase_ A
6 1 0 0 Phase_ C ---> Phase_ B ---> Full TQ
Phase_B Phase_C
TABLE 5

Example Position & Commutation Compensations Technigues for a Motor with Hall Sensors separated by 60° (Failed Hall Sensor C)

Failed Hall
Normal C (f0°/<1")
Remarks Hall State State
Failure on Sequence Sequence Update
Hall-C Normal Current Prel Pre2 Transition Transition Commutation Update theoretical Actual
Row # confirmed Dir a b ¢ A B C ABC ABC Detection generated? State PC PC PC
1 Compensation 0O 0 0 0 0 0 0/1 10x 11x change y Toggle Hall +1 1 1
Applied detected Co0/1
from Prel
(At=B)
to
Current
A=B)
2 o 0 0 1 0 0 01 no change n Toggle Hall no 2
detected Co0/1 change
3 0 0 1 1 0 1 0/1 00x 10x change y Hall C must +2 3 3
detected be ‘1’ for
from Prel “010”isa
(A=B) fault
to
Current
(A1=B),
& Pre2
(AB) 1=
Current

(AB)
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TABLE 5-continued

Example Position & Commutation Compensations Techniques for a Motor with Hall Sensors separated by 60° (Failed Hall Sensor C)

Remarks
Failure on
Hall-C

Row# confirmed

Normal
Hall State
Sequence

Normal

Failed Hall
C (f0’/°17)
State
Sequence

Current Prel

a b ¢

Pre2 Transition

A B C ABC ABC Detection

Update

Transition Commutation

generated? State

Update theoretical

PC PC

Actual

PC

4

10

11 Reverse
direction
change
according
direction
decoding
logics
motor moves
back
one state

12

13

1 1 1

1 1 01 0lIx

1 1 01

1 0 01 I1Ix

0 0 01 10x

0 0 01

0 1 0/1 00x

1 1 01 0lIx

0 1 01 11x

1 1 01 0lIx

1 1 01

00x

01x

11x

10x

00x

01x

11x

change
detected
from Prel
(A!=B)
to
Current
(A=B)
no change
detected
change
detected,
from Prel
A=B)
to
Current
(Al=B),
& Pre2
(AB) !=
Current
(AB)
change
detected
from Prel
(A!=B)
to
Current
(A=B)
no change
detected
change
detected,
from Prel
A=B)
to
Current
(Al=B),
& Pre2
(AB) !=
Current
(AB)
change
detected
from Prel
(A!=B)
to
Current
A=B)
change
detected,
from Prel
A=B)
to
Current
(Al=B),
& Pre2
(AB) =
Current (AB)
change
detected
from Prel
(A!=B)
to
Current
A=B)
no change
detected

y Toggle Hall
co/1

n Toggle Hall
co/1

y Hall C must
be 0’ for
“101”isa
fault

y Toggle Hall
co/1

n Toggle Hall
co/1

y Hall C must
be 1’ for
“010”isa
fault

y Toggle Hall
co/1

y Hall C must
be ‘1’ for
“010”is a
fault

y Toggle Hall
co/1

n Toggle Hall
co/1

+1 4

no 5
change
+2 6

+1 7

no 8
change
+2 9

+1 10

+1 10

no 11
change

10

10
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TABLE 5-continued

Example Position & Commutation Compensations Techniques for a Motor with Hall Sensors separated by 60° (Failed Hall Sensor C)

Failed Hall
Normal C(0°/1")
Remarks Hall State State
Failure on Sequence Sequence Update
Hall-C Normal Current Prel Pre2 Transition Transition Commutation Update theoretical Actual
Row# confirmed Dir a b ¢ A B C ABC ABC Detection generated? State PC PC PC
14 0 1 0 0 1 0 01 11x 01x change y Hall C must +2 12 12
detected, be 0’ for
from Prel “101”is a
(A=B) fault
to
Current
(A1=B),
& Pre2
(AB) 1=
Current
(AB)
TABLE 6

Example Position & Commutation Compensations Techniques for Motor with Hall Sensors Separated by 60° (Failed Hall Sensor A

Failed Hall
Normal A(0°/1)
Remarks Hall State State
Failure on Sequence Sequence Update
Row Hall-A Normal Current Prel Pre2 Transition Transition Commutation Update Theoretical — Actual

# confirmed Dir a b ¢ A B C ABC ABC Detection generated? State PC PC PC

1 Compensation 0 0O 0 0 01 0 O no y Toggle Hall no 1 0
Applied change A0/ change
detected
2 0 0 0 1 01 0 1 x00 =x00 change y Hall A must +2 2 2
detected, be 0’ for
from Prel “101”isa
B=0C) fault
to
Current
(B1=0),
& Pre2
(BC) 1=
Current
BC)
3 0 0 1 1 01 1 1 x01 =x00 change y Toggle Hall +1 3 3
detected, A0/
from Prel
B!=C)
to
Current
B=0
4 0 11 1 o1 1 1 no n Toggle Hall no 4
change A0/ change
detected
5 0 1 1 0 o1 1 0 x11 x11 change y Hall A must +2 5 5
detected, be 1’ for
from Prel “010”is a
B=0C) fault
to
Current
(B1=0),
& Pre2
(BC) 1=
Current
BC)
6 0 1 0 0 o1 0 0 x10 x11 change y Toggle Hall +1 6 6
detected, A0/
from Prel
B!=C)
to
Current
B=0
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Example Position & Commutation Compensations Techniques for Motor with Hall Sensors Separated by 60° (Failed Hall Sensor A)

Normal
Hall State
Sequence

Normal

Remarks
Failure on
Hall-A

Failed Hall
A(0°/1)
State
Sequence
Current

Prel

confirmed Dir a b ¢

A B C ABC ABC

Pre2 Transition

Detection

Update

Transition Commutation

generated? State

Update

PC

Theoretical

PC

Actual

PC

direction 1 o 1 1
change

motor

moves

back one

state

0 1 0 0

direction 1 1 1 0
change

motor

moves

back one

state

0 1 0 0

01 0 0

0/1 0

01 1

01 1 1

01 1 1

01 1 1

01 1

0/1 0

01 1

0/1 0

1 x00

1 x01

0 xI1

0 x10

0 x00

0 x10

no
change
detected
change
detected,
from Prel
B=0
to
Current
(B1=0),
& Pre2
(BC) 1=
Current
BC)
change
detected,
from Prel
(B!=0C)
to
Current
B=0
no
change
detected
no
change
detected

x10

x00

no
change
detected
change
detected,
from Prel
B=0
to
Current
(B1=0),
& Pre2
(BC) 1=
Current
BC)
change
detected,
from Prel
(B!=0C)
to
Current
B=0
change
detected,
from Prel
B=0
to
Current
B=0),
& Pre2
BC)=
Current
BC)
change
detected,
from Prel
(B!=0C)
to
Current
®=0)

x11

x11

x10

x00

n

Toggle Hall
A0/1

Hall A must
be <0’ for
“101”is a
fault

Toggle Hall
A0/1

Toggle Hall
A0/1

Toggle Hall
A0/1

Toggle Hall
A0/1

Hall A must
be ‘1 for
“010”is a
fault

Toggle Hall
A0/1

Hall A must
be ‘1 for
“010”is a
fault

Toggle Hall
A0/1

no
change

+2

+1

no
change

no
change

no
change

+2

+1

+1

10

10

10

11

12

11

12

11

12

11

12
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TABLE 7

Example Position & Commutation Compensations Techniques for a Motor with Hall Sensors Separated by 60° (Failed Hall Sensor B)

Failed Hall
Normal B (‘0°/1")
Hall State State
Sequence Sequence Update
Row Normal Current Prel Pre2 Transition Transition Commutation Update theoretical Actual
# Remarks Dir a b ¢ A B C ABC ABC Detection generated? State PC PC PC
1 Failure on 0 0O 0 0 0 o1 0
Hall-B
confirmed
2 Compensation 0 0O 0 1 0 o1 1 0x0 1x0 Change Y Al=C +1 1 1
Applied detected, Toggle
from Prel Hall B 0/1
A=0
to Current
(A1=0)
1cnt
change only
3 0 o 1 1 0 o1 1 no change n Al=C no 2
detected Toggle change
Hall B 0/1
4 0 1 1 1 1 o1 1 0xl 0x0 change y Hall B +2 3 3
detected, must be
from Prel ‘1’ for
(A1=0) “101”is a
to Current fault
A=0),
& Pre2
(AC) 1=
Current
(AC)
5 0 1 1 0 1 o1 0 1x1 0xl from Prel y Al=C +1 4 4
(A=0C) Toggle
to Hall B 0/1
Current
(A1=0)
1cnt
change only
6 0 1 0 0 1 01 0 no change n Al=C no 5
detected Toggle change
Hall B 0/1
7 0 0 0 0 0 01 0 1x0 1x1 Change y Hall B +2 6 6
detected must be
from Prel ‘0’ for
(A1=0) “010”is a
to fault
Current
A=0),
& Pre2
(AC) 1=
Current
(AC)
8 0 0 0 1 0 01 1 0x0 1x0 from Prel y Al=C +1 7 7
(A=0C) Toggle
to Hall B 0/1
Current
(A1=0)
1cnt
change only
9 0 o 1 1 0 o1 1 no change n Al=C no 8
detected Toggle change
Hall B 0/1
10 0 1 1 1 1 o1 1 0xl 0x0 Change y Hall B +2 9 9
detected must be
from Prel ‘1’ for
(A1=0) “101”is a
to fault
Current
A=0),
& Pre2
(AC) 1=
Current

(AQ)
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TABLE 7-continued

Example Position & Commutation Compensations Techniques for a Motor with Hall Sensors Separated by 60° (Failed Hall Sensor B)

Failed Hall
Normal B (‘0°/1")
Hall State State
Sequence Sequence Update
Row Normal Current Prel Pre2 Transition Transition Commutation Update theoretical Actual
# Remarks Dir a b ¢ A B C ABC ABC Detection generated? State PC PC PC
11 direction 1 0O 1 1 0 o1 1 1xl 0xl1 from Prel y Al=C -1 8 8
change (A=0C) Toggle
motor moves to Hall B 0/1
back Current
one state (Al=C)
1cnt
change only
12 0 1 1 1 1 o1 1 0xl 1xl Change y Hall B +1 9 9
detected must be
from Prel ‘1" for
(A1=0) “101”is a
to fault
Current
A=0),
& Pre2
(AC)=
Current
(AC)
13 0 1 1 0 1 o1 0 1x1 0xl from Prel y Al=C +1 10 10
(A=0C) Toggle
to Hall B 0/1
Current
(A1=0)
1cnt
change only
14 0 1 0 0 1 01 0 no change n Al=C no 11 10
detected Toggle change
Hall B 0/1
15 direction 1 1 1 0 1 01 0 no change n Al=C no 10
change detected Toggle change
motor moves Hall B 0/1
back
one state
16 0 1 0 0 1 01 0 no change n Al=C no 11
detected Toggle change
Hall B 0/1
17 0 0 0 0 0 01 0 1x0 1x1 Change y Hall B +2 12 12
detected must be
from Prel 0" for
(A1=0) “010”is a
to fault
Current
A=0),
& Pre2
(AC) 1=
Current
(AC)
50

Using the compensation schemes described with respect to
FIGS. 4-7 and Tables 1-8 for a motor with a failed Hall sensor
out of three or more Hall sensors, an example motor system
that uses only two Hall sensors may be designed. The
example motor system with two Hall sensors can operate in a
similar manner as the typical motor with three or more Hall
sensors with a full or reduced torque. The two Hall sensors
can be placed 120 or 60 electrical degrees to each other, or
they can be configured in another manner. Based on the out-
put signals of the two Hall sensors, a third signal can be
generated for the two-Hall-sensor motor. In some implemen-
tations, the third signal can mimic the compensated output
signals of a failed Hall sensor of a three-Hall-sensor motor as
described with respect to FIGS. 4-7 and Tables 1-8. The
commutation of the example two-Hall-sensor motor can be
controlled based on the output signals of the two Hall sensors
and the generated third signal, for example, according to the
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example commutation truth table in Tables 1 and 8, or in
another manner. The position counter of the two-Hall-sensor
motor can be updated, for example, according to the example
position counter compensation techniques described with
respect to FIGS. 6 and 7, and Tables 2-7, or based on another
scheme.

FIG. 8 is a flow chart that shows the example process 800
for controlling a motor that includes two or more Hall sensors
separated by 120 electrical degrees. All or part of the example
process 800 may be implemented in hardware, software,
firmware, or a combination thereof. In some instances, the
example process 800 can be performed by a motor controller
(e.g., the controller 14 of the motor 10 shown in FIG. 1) that
is configured to control the motor. The process 800, indi-
vidual operations of the process 800, or groups of operations
may be iterated or performed in parallel, in series, or in
another manner. In some cases, the process 800 may include
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the same, additional, fewer, or different operations performed
in the same or a different order.

At 810, output signals of the two Hall sensors H1 and H2
are monitored. The two Hall sensors H1 and H2 each can be
configured to output binary values. The two Hall sensors H1
and H2 can be the only two Hall sensors that the motor has, or
they can be two out of three or more Hall sensors of the motor.
For example, the two Hall sensors H1 and H2 can be any two
of the three Hall sensors A 184, B 185, and C 186 of a motor
with 120° separation configuration in FIG. 1C, or the two Hall
sensors can be Hall sensor A 181 and Hall sensor C 183 of a
motor with 60° separation configuration in FIG. 1B. The two
Hall sensors H1 and H2 can be separated by 120° in another
manner.

A third signal can be determined based on the output sig-
nals of Hall sensors H1 and H2. The third signal can be an
output signal of a third Hall sensor H3. In some instances, the
third Hall sensor H3 can be an actual Hall sensor of the motor.
As one example, the third Hall sensor H3 can be one of the
three Hall sensors A 184, B 185, and C 186 in FIG. 1C given
the Hall sensors H1 and H2 are the other two. In this case, the
three Hall sensors H1, H2 and H3 can form a 120° separation
configuration. As another example, the third Hall sensor H3
can be the middle Hall sensor B 182 as shown in FIG. 1B
between the two Hall sensors H1 and H2 that correspond to
Hall sensor A 181 and Hall sensor C 183, respectively. In this
case, the three Hall sensors H1, H2, and H3 can form a 60°
separation configuration. In some instances, the third Hall
sensor can be a failed Hall sensor of the motor and the third
signal can be a compensated output signal for the failed Hall
sensor. In this case, determining the third signal can include
using the third signal as a compensated output signal of the
third Hall sensor of the motor. In some other implementa-
tions, for a motor with only two Hall sensors H1 and H2, the
third signal can mimic an output signal of a “hypothetical”
third Hall sensor. In this case, determining the third signal
include generating the third signal for the hypothetical Hall
sensor H3 based on the output signal of the two Hall sensors
H1 and H2. In the following, both the “hypothetical” third
Hall sensor for a two-Hall-sensor motor, and the actual Hall
sensor of a motor including three or more Hall sensors are
referred to as the third Hall sensor H3.

At 830, the output signals of the two Hall sensors H1 and
H2 are compared. When the output signals of the two Hall
sensors are different binary values, at 840, the third signal can
be determined to alternate between the binary values (e.g., 0
and 1), for example, at a frequency no less than a maximum
state transition frequency of the motor. At 842, the relative
position of the three Hall sensors H1-H3 can be determined.
If'the Hall sensor H3 is located in between the other two Hall
sensors H1 and H2 and is separated from each of H1 and H2
by 60°, at 870, commutation of the drive current into the
motor can be controlled based on the third signal and the
outputs of the third signal and two Hall sensors H1 and H2
according to a commutation truth table (e.g., Table 8) for a
motor with Hall sensors separated by 60 electrical degrees. At
880, the position counter of the motor can be updated based
on the third signal and the outputs of the two Hall sensors H1
and H2, for example, according to the example techniques
described with respect to Tables 5-7 for a motor with Hall
sensors separated by 60 electrical degrees. On the other hand,
if the Hall sensor H3 is not located between the other two Hall
sensors H1 and H2, but instead is separated from each of hall
sensors H1 and H2 by 120 electrical degrees, at 850, the
commutation of the drive current into the motor can be con-
trolled based on the third signal and the outputs of the two
Hall sensors H1 and H2 according to a commutation truth
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table (e.g., Table 1) for amotor with Hall sensors separated by
120 electrical degrees. At 860, the position counter of the
motor can be updated based on the outputs of the two Hall
sensors H1 and H2, for example, according to the example
techniques described with respect to Tables 2-4 for a motor
with Hall sensors separated by 120 electrical degrees. Insome
implementations, the position counter may be updated in
another manner.

Referring back to 830, when the output signals of the two
Hall sensors are the same binary values, the relative position
of the three Hall sensors H1-H3 can be determined at 832. If
the Hall sensor H3 is located in between of the other two Hall
sensors H1 and H2 and is separated from each of H1 and H2
by 60 electrical degrees, the third signal can be determined to
the same binary value as the output signals of H1 and H2. The
example process 800 can proceed to 870 to control the motor
commutation based on the third signal and the outputs of the
two Hall sensors H1 and H2 according to a commutation truth
table (e.g., Table 8) for amotor with Hall sensors separated by
60 electrical degrees. At 880, the position counter of the
motor can be updated based on the outputs of the two Hall
sensors H1 and H2, for example, according to the example
techniques described with respect to Tables 5-7 for a motor
with Hall sensors separated by 60 electrical degrees or in
another manner.

On the other hand, if the Hall sensor H3 is not located in
between of the other two Hall sensors H1 and H2, but instead
is separated from each of sensors H1 and H2 by 120 electrical
degrees, at 834, the third signal can be determined to be the
binary value other than the same binary value output of H1
and H2. The example process may then proceed to 850 to
control the motor commutation based on the third signal and
the outputs of the two Hall sensors H1 and H2 according to a
commutation truth table (e.g., Table 1) for a motor with Hall
sensors separated by 120 electrical degrees. At 860, the posi-
tion counter of the motor can be updated based on the outputs
of'the two Hall sensors H1 and H2, for example, according to
the example techniques described with respect to Tables 2-4
for a motor with Hall sensors separated by 120 electrical
degrees. In some implementations, the position counter may
be updated in another manner.

FIG. 9 is a flow chart showing the example process 900 for
controlling a motor that includes two or more Hall sensors
separated by 60 electrical degrees. All or part of the example
process 900 may be implemented in hardware, software,
firmware, or a combination thereof. In some instances, the
example process 900 can be performed by a motor controller
(e.g., the controller 14 of the motor 10 shown in FIG. 1) that
is configured to control the motor. The process 900, indi-
vidual operations of the process 900, or groups of operations
may be iterated or performed in parallel, in series, or in
another manner. In some cases, the process 900 may include
the same, additional, fewer, or different operations performed
in the same or a different order.

At 910, output signals of the two Hall sensors H1 and H2
are monitored. The two Hall sensors H1 and H2 each can be
configured to output binary values. The two Hall sensors H1
and H2 can be the only two Hall sensors that the motor has, or
they can be two out of three or more Hall sensors ofthe motor.
For instance, the two Hall sensors H1 and H2 can be the Hall
sensors A 181 and B 182, or B 182 and C 183 that are
separated by 60° as shown in FIG. 1B. The two Hall sensors
H1 and H2 can be separated by 60° in another manner.

At 920, a pivot Hall sensor Hp can be identified. The pivot
Hall sensor Hp can be identified, for example, by selecting
one from the two Hall sensors H1 and H2, or in another
manner. The pivot Hall sensor Hp can be the middle Hall
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sensor (e.g., the Hall sensor B 182 in FIG. 1B) among three
Hall sensors in a 60° separation configuration.

Similar to the example process 800, a third signal for a third
Hall sensor H3 can be determined based on the output signals
of Hall sensors H1 and H2. The third Hall sensor can be a
hypothetical Hall sensor for the motor with only two Hall
sensors, or an actual Hall sensor of a motor with three or more
Hall sensors. In some instances, for a two-Hall-sensor motor,
determining the third signal can include generating the third
signal for the hypothetical Hall sensor H3. In some other
instances, the third Hall sensor can be a failed Hall sensor of
the motor that includes three or more Hall sensor. The third
signal can be a compensated output signal for the failed Hall
sensor. In this case, determining the third signal can include
using the third signal as a compensated output signal of the
third Hall sensor of the motor. In some implementations, the
third Hall sensor H3 is located 60° apart from the pivot Hall
sensor Hp. The third Hall sensor H3 may be configured in
another manner relative to the other two Hall sensors H1 and
H2.

At 930, the output signals of the two Hall sensors H1 and
H2 are compared. When the output signals of the two Hall
sensors are different binary values, the third signal can be
determined to be the same as the output signal of the pivot
Hall sensor Hp at 942. On the other hand, when the output
signals of the two Hall sensors are the same binary values, at
944, the third signal can be determined to be alternating
between the binary values, for example, at a frequency no less
than a maximum state transition frequency of the motor.

At 950, commutation of the drive current into the motor can
be controlled based on the third signal and the outputs of the
two Hall sensors H1 and H2, for example, according to a
commutation truth table (e.g., Table 8) for a motor with Hall
sensors separated by 60 electrical degrees. The motor com-
mutation can be controlled based on the example techniques
described with respect to Table 8 as well, or in another man-
ner.

At 960, the position counter of the motor can be updated
based on the outputs of the two Hall sensors H1 and H2, for
example, according to the example techniques described with
respect to Tables 5-7 for a motor with Hall sensors separated
by 60 electrical degrees. In some implementations, the posi-
tion counter may be updated in another manner.

A number of examples have been shown and described;
various modifications can be made. While this specification
contains many details, these should not be construed as limi-
tations on the scope of what may be claimed, but rather as
descriptions of features specific to particular examples. Cer-
tain features that are described in this specification in the
context of separate implementations can also be combined.
Conversely, various features that are described in the context
of a single implementation can also be implemented sepa-
rately or in any suitable sub-combination. Accordingly, other
implementations are within the scope ofthe following claims.

The invention claimed is:

1. A motor system comprising:

a motor comprising two Hall sensors configured to output
binary values, the two Hall sensors being placed 120
electrical degrees apart; and

a controller configured to control the motor, the controller
being operable to:
monitor output signals of the two Hall sensors;
when the output signals of the two Hall sensors are

different binary values, determine a third signal to be
alternating between the binary values at a frequency
no less than a maximum state transition frequency of
the motor;
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control commutation of a drive current into the motor
based on the third signal and the outputs of the two
Hall sensors; and
update a motor position counter based on a logic state

combination of the output signals of the two Hall

sensors by steps comprising:

monitoring a first logic state combination transition-
ing to a second logic state combination;

monitoring the second logic state combination tran-
sitioning to a third logic state combination;

when the third logic state combination comprises two
same binary values;

comparing the third logic state combination with the
first logic state combination;

if the third logic state combination is the same as the
first logic state combination, updating the motor
position counter by one count; and

if the third logic state combination is not the same as
the first logic state combination, updating the
motor position counter by two counts.

2. The motor system of claim 1, wherein determining the
third signal comprises generating the third signal.

3. The motor system of claim 1, wherein the controller is
configured such that, when the output signals of the two Hall
sensors have a same binary value, the controller is operable to
determine the third signal to be a binary value other than the
same binary value.

4. The motor system of claim 3, wherein the controller is
operable to control the commutation of the drive current into
the motor based on the third signal and the outputs of the two
Hall sensors according to a commutation truth table for a
motor with Hall sensors separated by 120 electrical degrees.

5. The motor system of claim 1, wherein the controller is
configured such that, when the output signals of the two Hall
sensors have a same binary value, the controller is operable to
determine the third signal to be the same binary value.

6. The motor system of claim 5, wherein the controller is
operable to control the commutation of the drive current into
the motor based on the third signal and the outputs of the two
Hall sensors according to a commutation truth table of a
motor with Hall sensors separated by 60 electrical degrees.

7. The motor system of claim 1, wherein the controller is
operable to update the motor position counter based on the
logic state combination of the output signals of the two Hall
sensors by the steps comprising:

when the third logic state combination comprises two dif-

ferent binary values, updating the motor position
counter by one count.

8. The motor system of claim 1, wherein the controller is
operable to update the motor position counter based on the
logic state combination of the output signals of the two Hall
sensors by the steps comprising decoding a moving direction
of'the motor based on the third logic state combination and the
second logic state combination.

9. The motor system of claim 1, wherein the motor com-
prises a third Hall sensor configured to output binary values
and the controller is operable to monitor an output signal of
the third Hall sensor.

10. The motor system of claim 9, wherein the controller is
further operable to force the motor to move by sequentially
flipping one of the output signals of the two Hall sensors and
the third Hall sensor from one binary value to another binary
value.

11. The motor system of claim 9, wherein the controller is
operable to determine the third signal by using the third signal
as a compensated output signal of the third Hall sensor.
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12. The motor system of claim 9, wherein the controller is
further operable to identify the third Hall sensor as a failed
Hall sensor based on a logic state combination of the output
signals of the two Hall sensors and the output signal of the
third Hall sensor.

13. The motor system of claim 12, wherein the controller is
operable to identify the third Hall sensor as the failed Hall
sensor by steps comprising:

detecting a first fault logic state combination of the output
signals of the two Hall sensors and the output signal of
the third Hall sensor;

detecting a second fault logic state combination of the
output signals of the two Hall sensors and the output
signal of the third Hall sensor; and

identifying that the output signal of the third Hall sensor
remains unchanged during a period from the first fault
logic state combination to the second fault logic state
combination.

14. The motor system of claim 13, wherein the second fault
logic state combination is at least 360 electrical degrees from
the first fault logic state combination.

15. The motor system of claim 13, wherein the third Hall
sensor is 120 electrical degrees apart from either of the two
Hall sensors, and the first fault logic state combination com-
prises a combination of three same binary values, and the
second fault logic state combination is the same as the first
fault logic state combination.

16. The motor system of claim 13, wherein the third Hall
sensor is 60 electrical degrees apart from each of the two Hall
sensors, and the first fault logic state combination comprises
a combination where the output signals of the two Hall sen-
sors have a same binary value and the output signal of the
third Hall sensor has a binary value other than the same binary
value, and the second fault logic state combination is the same
as the first fault logic state combination.

17. A motor system comprising:

a motor comprising two Hall sensors configured to output
binary values, the two Hall sensors being placed 60
electrical degrees apart; and

a controller configured to control the motor, the controller
being operable to:
monitor output signals of the two Hall sensors;
when the output signals of the two Hall sensors are

different binary values, determine a third signal to be

a same binary value as an output signal of a pivot Hall

sensor, wherein the pivot Hall sensor is one of the two

Hall sensors;

control commutation of a drive current into the motor
based on the third signal and the output signals of the
two Hall sensors; and
update a motor position counter based on a logic state

combination of the output signals of the two Hall

sensors by steps comprising:

monitoring a first logic state combination transition-
ing to a second logic state combination;

monitoring the second logic state combination tran-
sitioning to a third logic state combination;

when the third logic state combination comprises two
different binary values,

comparing the third logic state combination with the
first logic state combination;

if the third logic state combination is the same as the
first logic state combination, updating the motor
position counter by one count; and

if the third logic state combination is not the same as
the first logic state combination, updating the
motor position counter by two counts.
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18. The motor system of claim 16, wherein determining the
third signal comprises generating the third signal.

19. The motor system of claim 16, wherein the controller is
configured such that, when the output signals of the two Hall
sensors are two same binary values, the controller is operable
to determine the third signal to be alternating between the
binary values at a frequency no less than a maximum state
transition frequency of the motor.

20. The motor system of claim 17, wherein the controller is
operable to update the motor position counter based on the
logic state combination of the output signals of the two Hall
sensors by the steps comprising:

when the third logic state combination comprises two dif-

ferent binary values, updating the motor position
counter by one count.

21. The motor system of claim 17, wherein the controller is
operable to update the motor position counter based on the
logic state combination of the output signals of the two Hall
sensors by the steps comprising decoding a moving direction
of'the motor based on the third logic state combination and the
second logic state combination.

22. The motor system of claim 16, wherein the motor
further comprises a third Hall sensor configured to output
binary values, the third Hall sensor being located 60 electrical
degrees apart from the pivot Hall sensor, and the controller is
operable to monitor an output signal of the third Hall sensor.

23. The motor system of claim 22, wherein the controller is
further operable to force the motor to move by sequentially
flipping one of the output signals of the two Hall sensors and
the third Hall sensor from one binary value to another binary
value.

24. The motor system of claim 22, wherein the third Hall
sensor is a failed Hall sensor and the controller is operable to
determine the third signal as a compensated output signal of
the third Hall sensor.

25. The motor system of claim 22, wherein the controller is
further operable to identify the third Hall sensor as a failed
Hall sensor based on a logic state combination of the output
signals of the two Hall sensors and the output signal of the
third Hall sensor.

26. The motor system of claim 25, wherein the controller is
operable to identify the third Hall sensor as the failed Hall
sensor by steps comprising:

detecting a first fault logic state combination of the output

signals of the two Hall sensors and the output signal of
the third Hall sensor;

detecting a second fault logic state combination of the

output signals of the two Hall sensors and the output
signal of the third Hall sensor; and

identifying that the output signal of the third Hall sensor

remains unchanged during a period from the first fault
logic state combination to the second fault logic state
combination.

27. The motor system of claim 26, wherein the second fault
logic state combination is at least 360 electrical degrees from
the first fault logic state combination.

28. The motor system of claim 26, wherein the first fault
logic state combination comprises a combination where the
output signal of the pivot Hall sensor is a first binary value,
and the output signals of the Hall sensors other than the pivot
Hall sensors have a same binary value other than the first
binary value, and the second fault logic state combination is
the same as the first fault logic state combination.

29. A method of compensating a motor with a failed Hall
effect sensor, the motor including three Hall sensors config-
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ured to output binary values, the three Hall sensors being
separated by 120 or 60 electrical degrees, the method com-
prising:
identifying the failed Hall sensor;
if the three Hall sensors are separated by 120 electrical
degrees,
when output signals of two Hall sensors other than the
failed Hall sensor have a same binary value, determin-
ing a compensated output signal of the failed Hall
sensor to be a binary value other than the same binary
value; and
when the output signals of the two Hall sensors other
than the failed Hall sensor are different, determining
the compensated output signal to be alternating
between the binary values at a frequency no less than
a maximum state transition frequency of the motor;
and
if the three Hall sensors are separated by 60 electrical
degrees,
determining the compensated output signal of the failed
sensor based on a position of the failed Hall sensor
relative to the two Hall sensors other than the failed
Hall sensor, and the output signals of the two Hall
sensors other than the failed Hall sensor, wherein
determining the compensated output signal of the
failed Hall sensor comprises:

10

15

20

44

identifying a pivot Hall sensor from the three Hall
sensors, wherein the pivot Hall sensor is located in
the middle of the three Hall sensors;
when the failed Hall sensor is the pivot Hall sensor,
and the output signals of the two Hall sensors other
than the failed Hall sensor have a same binary
value, determining the compensated output signal
of the failed Hall sensor to be the same binary
value; and
when the failed Hall sensor is not the pivot Hall sen-
sor, and the output signals of the two Hall sensors
other than the failed Hall sensor are different, deter-
mining the compensated output signal of the failed
Hall sensor to be a same binary value as an output
signal of the pivot Hall sensor; and
otherwise, determining the compensated output sig-
nal of the failed Hall sensor to be alternating
between the binary values at a frequency no less
than a maximum state transition frequency of the
motor; and
controlling commutation of a drive current of the motor
based on the compensated output signal of the failed
Hall sensor and the output signals of the two Hall sensors
other than the failed Hall sensor.
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